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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

Election/Restrictions 

1. Newly submitted claims 19-56 are directed to an invention that is independent or distinct 
from the invention originally claimed for the following reasons: applicant original claims, 
mainly, claims 1-16, are direct to a method and system for crediting (i.e., recharging or 
replenishing) an account by obtaining additional fund from another account. Newly added claims 
19-56 are directing to a method and system for providing communication services and 
transactions using the pre-authorized account. 

Since applicant has received an action on the merits for the originally presented 
invention, this invention has been constructively elected by original presentation for prosecution 
on the merits. Accordingly, claims 19-56 are withdrawn from consideration as being directed to 
anon-elected invention. See 37 CFR 1.142(b) and MPEP § 821.03. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claims 8-9 are objected to because of the following informalities: improper dependency. 
These claims should be depending on claim 7 as previously presented. Appropriate correction is 
required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 
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4. Claims 1-6 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lesley 
(6,188,752) in view of Walker (5,825,863). 

Consider claim 1, Lesley et al teach a method of crediting a pre-authorized account (i.e., 
pre-paid account) of a user having an account, comprising: sending a request message to the user 
at a receiver that the account needs additional funds (col. 8 lines 42-46); receiving a response 
message from the user using the receiver requesting additional funds be added to the pre- 
authorized account in accordance with the request message (col. 8 lines 55-60); authenticating at 
a platform, using a password and a number unique to the user, that the user is associated with the 
pre-authorized account and identifying another account from which the additional funds are to be 
drawn (col. 6 line 60 - col. 7 lines 13); and after authentication that the user is associated with 
the pre-authorized account, obtaining the additional funds from the another account to be added 
to the pre-authorized account (col. 9 line 31 - col. 10 line 22). 

Lesley did not clearly disclose whether the additional fund is withdrawn or debited from 
the other account in real-time. However, Walker suggested a prepaid calling card account having 
a linked credit account that continuously recharge the prepaid account. Thus, it is clearly 
suggested debiting from the linked credit account in real-time. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Walker into view of Lesley in order to 
enhanced funding transactions. 

Consider claim 2, Lesley teaches wherein the receiver is a wireless phone (col. 4 lines 31- 

42). 
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Consider claim 3, Lesley teaches wherein the receiving the response message includes 
receiving in the response message another number that is usable to obtain the additional funds 
from the another account (col. 9 lines 7-30). 

Consider claim 4, Lesley teaches authenticating at the platform, using the password, the 
number unique to the user, and the another number, that the user is associated with the pre- 
authorized account and identifying the another account from which the additional funds are to be 
drawn (col. 6 line 60 - col. 7 lines 13). 

Consider claim 5, Lesley teaches the method further comprising establishing an 
identification of the user using the password and the number unique to the user (col. 6 line 60 - 
col. 7 lines 13). 

Consider claim 6, Lesley teaches wherein the sending the request message comprises 
sending the request message to the user at the receiver according to a stored record identifying 
the receiver associated with the user (col. 9 lines 7-30). 

Consider claim 17, Lesley teaches the method of claim 1 comprising a computer readable 
medium included with instructions (see Fig. 1). 

5. Claims 7-16 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Lesley (6,188,752) in view of Taskett (5,991,748) and further in view of Walker (5,825,863). 

Consider claim 7, Lesley teaches a method of crediting a pre-authorized account of a 
user, comprising: sending a request message to the user at a receiver that the pre-authorized 
account needs additional funds (col. 8 lines 42-46)- receiving a response message from the user 
sent from the receiver and including a number associated with the user (col. 8 lines 55-60); and 
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receiving the additional funds obtained from the another account to be added to the pre- 
authorized account (col 9 line 31 - col. 10 line 22). 

Lesley did not clearly disclose sending a request from a first platform to a second 
platform to obtain the additional funds from another account associated with the user and 
disposed on the second platform. However, Taskett suggested such (col. 5 lines 29-51; col. 6 
lines 18-35). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Taskett into view of Lesley in order to 
obtain authorization for the fund transferring transactions. 

Lesley did not clearly disclose whether the additional fund is withdrawn or debited from 
the other account in real-time. However, Walker suggested a prepaid calling card account having 
a linked credit account that continuously recharge the prepaid account. Thus, it is clearly 
suggested debiting from the linked credit account in real-time. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Walker into view of Lesley and Taskett in 
order to enhanced funding transactions. 

Consider claim 8, as discussed above, Lesley teaches the method further comprising 
authenticating at the first platform that the user is associated with the pre-authorized account, 
wherein the sending the request from the first platform to the second platform occurs if it is 
authenticated that the user is associated with the pre-authorized account (col. 9 lines 7-30). 
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Consider claim 9, Taskett teaches the method further comprising establishing at the first 
platform an identification number associated with the user, wherein the authenticating the user 
comprises authenticating the user using the established identification number (col. 4 lines 35-50). 

Consider claim 10, Lesley teaches a method of crediting a pre-authorized account of a 
user, comprising: receiving at a first platform an identification number and a password using a 
receiver (col. 8 lines 55-60); authenticating the user at the first platform using the identification 
number and the password (col. 6 line 60 - col. 7 lines 13); sending a message to the user at the 
receiver indicating that the pre-authorized account needs additional funds (col. 8 lines 42-46); if 
the user is authenticated and if the user has responded to a message indicating that the pre- 
authorized account needs additional funds, and adding the additional funds from the determined 
another account to the account (col. 9 line 31 - col. 10 line 22). 

Lesley did not clearly disclose determining another account on another platform from 
which the additional funds are to be obtained to be included in the account. However, Taskett 
suggested such (col. 5 lines 29-51; col. 6 lines 18-35). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Taskett into view of Lesley in order to 
obtain authorization for the fund transferring transactions. 

Lesley did not clearly disclose whether the additional fund is withdrawn or debited from 
the other account in real-time. However, Walker suggested a prepaid calling card account having 
a linked credit account that continuously recharge the prepaid account. Thus, it is clearly 
suggested debiting from the linked credit account in real-time. 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Walker into view of Lesley and Taskett in 
order to enhanced funding transactions. 

Consider claim 11, Lesley teaches a system for use in crediting a crediting a pre- 
authorized account of a user using another account not on the system, the system comprising: a 
storage device including a first user account (col. 6 lines 60-64); a first platform unit which 
receives a first unique number from a user sent from a receiver disposed outside of the system, 
sends the first unique number to a second platform unit for use in verification of the user (col. 7 
lines 9-25), establishes a connection with the user at the receiver to provide a request message 
indicating that a first user account associated with the user has an amount below a predetermined 
value (col. 8 lines 42-46), and receives a response message from the user in response to the 
request message and including a second unique number for use in adding an amount to the first 
user account (col. 8 lines 55 - col. 9 line 30); and receives a replenishment amount from the 
another account that is added to the first user account (col. 9 line 31 - col. 10 line 22). 

Lesley did not disclose a second platform unit which receives the first unique number to 
authenticate that the user is associated with the user account, wherein if the second platform unit 
authenticates the user using the first unique number and the first platform unit receives the 
second unique number in the response message, one of the first and second platform units sends: 
a replenishment message outside of the system to another account associated with the user and 
disposed on a platform external to the system. However, Taskett suggested such (col. 5 lines 29- 
51; col. 6 lines 18-35). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Taskett into view of Lesley in order to 
obtain authorization for the fund transferring transactions. 

Lesley did not clearly disclose whether the additional fund is withdrawn or debited from 
the other account in real-time. However, Walker suggested a prepaid calling card account having 
a linked credit account that continuously recharge the prepaid account. Thus, it is clearly 
suggested debiting from the linked credit account in real-time. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Walker into view of Lesley and Taskett in 
order to enhanced funding transactions. 

Consider claim 12, Lesley teaches wherein the one of the first and second platform units 
further determines, using the received first and/or second unique numbers, the another account 
from which the replenishment amount is to be received (col. 9 lines 7-30). 

Consider claim 13, Lesley teaches a platform which changes amounts in accounts 
associated with users, the platform comprising: an interface that receives, from a plurality of 
external networks of different types (Fig. 1), a requesting message from a user at a receiver 
disposed outside of the platform requesting an increase in an amount stored in an account 
associated with the user (col. 8 lines 1-10); a verification module that authenticates that the user 
is associated with the account so as to allow an increase or a decrease in the amount in the 
account (col. 8 lines 45); and a processor that, if the user is authenticated as being associated 
with the account, determines another account associated with the user according to the requesting 
message (col. 6 line 60 - col. 7 lines 13). 
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Lesley did not disclose sending a top up request outside of the platform to the determined 
another account to obtain an additional amount to top up the account, and, if the additional 
amount is received from the another account, allows topping up the account using the additional 
amount, wherein the platform is outside of the plurality of external networks of different types, 
and the account being topped up is stored on a billing platform other than another platform on 
which the another account is stored. However, Taskett suggested such (col. 5 lines 29-51; col. 6 
lines 18-35). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Taskett into view of Lesley in order to 
obtain authorization for the fund transferring transactions. 

Lesley did not clearly disclose whether the additional fund is withdrawn or debited from 
the other account in real-time. However, Walker suggested a prepaid calling card account having 
a linked credit account that continuously recharge the prepaid account. Thus, it is clearly 
suggested debiting from the linked credit account in real-time. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Walker into view of Lesley and Taskett in 
order to enhanced funding transactions. 

Consider claim 14, Lesley teaches wherein the verification module uses a password sent 
from the user at the receiver to verify that the user is associated with the account (col. 9 lines 7- 
30). 

Consider claim 15, Lesley teaches a platform which provides communication services 
and changes amounts in accounts associated with users, the platform comprising: an interface 
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through which a top up message and a requesting message are transmitted with respect to a user 
using a receiver disposed outside of the platform (Fig. 1); a storage unit which stores an account 
value associated with the user (col. 6 lines 60-64); and a processor which performs billing of the 
account associated with the user for a communication service and/or transaction provided to the 
user, determines if the account has an amount below a predetermined amount, establishes a 
connection to the receiver to send the requesting message to the user at the receiver to request 
top up of the account such that the amount in the account is at or above the predetermined level 
(col. 8 lines 25-46), and receives the response message from the user requesting top up of the 
account, wherein if the user is authenticated as being associated with the account, the platform 
receives an additional amount from an another account associated with the user in accordance 
with the requesting message and tops up the account using the additional amount (col. 8 lines 55 
- col. 9 line 30). 

Lesley did not disclose wherein the another account is stored on a platform other than the 
platform having the storage unit However, Taskett suggested such (col. 5 lines 29-51; col. 6 lines 
18-35). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Taskett into view of Lesley in order to 
obtain authorization for the fund transferring transactions. 

Lesley did not clearly disclose whether the additional fund is withdrawn or debited from 
the other account in real-time. However, Walker suggested a prepaid calling card account having 
a linked credit account that continuously recharge the prepaid account. Thus, it is clearly 
suggested debiting from the linked credit account in real-time. 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Walker into view of Lesley and Taskett in 
order to enhanced funding transactions. 

Consider claim 16, Lesley teaches wherein the processor further receives from the user a 
password unique to the user for use in verification, and provides the received password to a 
verification module for use in authenticated that the user is associated with the account (col. 9 
lines 7-30). 

Consider claim 17, Lesley teaches the method of claim 7 comprising a computer readable 
medium included with instructions (see Fig. 1) 

Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-16 have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

7. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

8. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
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will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

9. Any response to this action should be mailed to: 

Mail Stop (explanation, e.g., Amendment or After- final, etc.) 

Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 
Facsimile responses should be faxed to: 

(571) 273-8300 

Hand-delivered responses should be brought to: 
Customer Service Window 
Randolph Building 
401 Dulany Street 
Alexandria, VA 22314 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Quoc Tran whose telephone number is (571) 272-7511. The 
examiner can normally be reached on M, T, TH and Friday from 8:00 to 6:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Curtis Kuntz, can be reached on (571) 272-7499. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the Technology Center 2600 whose telephone number is (571) 272-2600. 
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